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1'hla is as normal as an aieonoxxo tuivtiiig uu*li « 

% point in our conversation was that if someone up tltere didn't know of this 
book and me from Obol^isky or Wilkinson, it was such sore'likaly that there was earlier 
knowledge from Pragger or HcKay, and these are the QjUv two CIA publishers named in the 
stories that followed. Warlier than Wilkinson, wlio was Hay, 1965 . 

X would nae Pocket; Books out. Tney tiers honest in their reason for declining, 
and I can explain it. They actwOly figured that Whitewash would be this bestselling 
booK of 1964, a repeat over tesgi. .gelt Jungle and 1964 for thus. That rejection was by 
Shxiskxn personally, he was legally vulnerable. 

While not unique, it is worth noting that both Pme&er'a and Mery’s crofessiosnals 
^LLeyed before too policy decision was Bade that the rejected book would be' a best-seller, 
l^iis has an added oi t < 5 iifioance in evaluation damages. 

x -^ Lsx > terse VB&dtfmtfi end I an pretty suro & letter to Barir/ Sussasn debunking the 
story of Hunt as heading a publishing unit (or being part of a teL-oan one) that had as 
~* 3 * ,3 ‘ 5 o*-' " <d.u».> pro-policy books on. ¥ietnaa published. That second or rotxi.'&t—to cover 
s-Oa/ Uciti tranopuron ^Xy raise. ~t did sot take mora than & single parson to fill that 
job adequately. 

X than believed and an no- more confidant that if nor tlie .major purpose one of 
those oi this Bunt unit had to bo preventing publication of unwanted writing, jot just 
oooks. 

, , . “ 2 °^ i!0re appsg'ins. certainty of what ay analyse! s several years ago said 

naa to bo what wo would be able to establish on. discovery In a damage suit, absent perjurv. 
Uadstill another example of Bud’s judgement in not doing what ho, oaid he would, at 
iCaisv speak to Houston. xs la, ter that Bill said they could not afford, another nro bon 6 
suit in which he was not influenced ay the proofs I told Mb X already had.) 
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;bis there will b .« sry unanswered letters to ifeles, 


under FOX, aid one I'd 


iorgotxen, to lion Bic-gler on it. there is also the returned eavelc-pe showing dfk, ra ,-, 3R ,i 
WJ “ r * unknown at Bangley and the faroitt final response, in an envelope without a return 
address ana without - rank a printed copy of Helms * speech* Mote also if my recollection 
xs correct ^ shut ho diu not then say what the Post editorial of a week ago c notes him as 
having said, that they do riot target on Africans. ife qualified this with "inside the 
Maitcu wt4Atos *” Baii undoubtedly Main this was not a lie by interpretation of "target.” 

Today' news (radio) accounts of today’s printed stories ia&ludeo the probably 
correct Bunt claim to having been in close association with Helms* Hy writing shows that 
I described HeOiaj* testimony aliout Hunt as false and deliberately deceptive , "including 
c© how Hunt got to Mullen only after retirement from CIA. 
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bti inclined to attribute aigtiil'icanco to tiro total nonrCfceponse to ay POX 


inquiries. I believe it represents a lesswr-^vii decision. However, it scums to m to r^ n 
tkut -.o can with some safety file a complaint as soon as it can Ixj written* I as not in- 
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I rather suspect that Warner has had 
future might hold. You 


elined to believe that it was simply an overnight. 

occasion reccnTLy to la^d-liaMse Mtuscli wi fn. w hue _ 

had too little difficulty getting a very fast apyciniaaa 

Back to Hunts one of the documents in the xippod-off envelope of the- 
aacount of Hunt’s ooiviunicatLons between Hew York and WaaMngton. % had a cover phone 
i< "” York «±ty that mng xn his Washington office. As a "plumber 51 what ho asked of HA 
was only u duplication of that. It is net impossible that I have the addresses because X 
i— i/e so /oral that could have been itccd and did haw the sssss asawori ag services. 

Ou.. raatly I cm rea d i ng &*q. «y iutensa t was attracted, by a phone call from a man 
wiuh a heavy kucaaan accent directing no to toe Hoaonkc content X showed, you. However, as 
T began to read it xfc^it became appmsnt that this lias to be a CIA 'book., It would represent 
the^jcind of project as wiiich. this publxshixitj/Btsaerstic Operations braneii wotild be inclined 
to aocxcate itself, jt also is official propaganda, interntdly . I beiiove the Angletoa 

tod 40 ^ Veu8 i “ vo1 ™- a» Hmt ta. to Saw been under .asleton. Od. 

book started in 1969, it says. 



